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Ex-Partner in a Major Law Firm Is Spared Disbarment] 


By TOM GOLDSTEIN 
One of the few partners in a major 
Manhattan lawfimi-ever to spend time in 
prison was spared disbarment last week 
by the Appellate Division jot. State Su- 
preme Court in Manhat tan- j . 'i 
Instead,- the ■.courts which Jhas^ the re- 
sponsibity for disciplining lawyers, voted 
for his “severe- censure.’” The -lawyer, 
Mahion F. Perkins Jr.,hadTesignedas a 
partner in the firm of Donovan, Leisure, 
Newton & Irvine, one the city’s most 
prominent- f- 

In 1378,. Mr. Perkins admitted that he 
had lied and withheld documents in con- 
nection with a major antitrust suit 
brought, by Berkey Photo Imn against 
Eastman Kodak, which Mr. Perkins’s 
firm represented. Last fail, he served a 
month in Federal prison, and since then 
he has been; fighting to preserve his li- 
cense to practice. . 

Tarnishing of Reputation Cited 
In censuring the* Sl-year-old lawyer, 
who is a* graduate of Phillips Exeter 
Academy, Harvard College and Harvard 
Law School, the five-judge panel of the 
court said: ?■' • , 

“Having served a term of imprison- 
ment, suffered resignation from partner- 


ship in a major law firm, tarnishing of ins 
previously impeccable reputation with 
consequent humiliation and disgrace, we 
believe that the conduct is not liheiy to 
recur,, and . accordingly, we consider se- 
vere censure to be condign to the derelic- 
tion.”.- * . Ar-iL : •' . 

^;-The x court also said that "while his 
dereliction was-serious, his misconduct 
came to light through disclosures made 
by him and did not. result in a miscar- 
riage of. justice,’’. 'I-'- 

... The court said it had given considera- 
tion to Mr. Perkins’s service “to the peo- 
ple of the United States’’ in the Offices of 
Strategic Services, “as well as to his ex- 
tensive service to the people of his local 
community.”;,;!. . 

Authorities Under Criticism < 

In the past several years, the authori- 
ties responsible for disciplining lawyers 
in Manhattan, which is the corporate 
legal capital of the country, have come 
under increasing criticism for focusing, 
on misconduct by small practitioners. 

A report by a special committee of the 
City Bar Association, three years ago 
recommended that stricter discipline be 
imposed on prosecutors and Wall Street 
lawyers. - -:«■ . 

The only corporate lawyers who have 
lost their licenses in New York recently 
are the handful who pleaded guilty to 


felonies and by law faced automatic dis-i 
barment. Mr. Perkins pleaded guilty toj 
criminal contempt, a fuzzy category of 
crime that is rareiy employed. 

It was the position of the United States 
Attorney’s office in Manhattan- that Mr. 
Perkins’s offense was the equivalent of a- 
felony — a crime that is punishable by 
more than a year in prison. Mr. Perkins’s 
lawyer, Harold R. Tyler Jr., a former 
Federal judge, opposed- that interpreta-|‘ 
tion-; , \ .... T 



I t Just before Mr. Perkins was sentenced! 
to prison last fall, Mr. Tyler, addressed] 
the court: . 

“Those in our profession wbo know 
about tins, if they are honest about it, 
would admit that there, possibly but for 
the grace of God, go I, because of the 
pressures which come upon men and-) 
women who practice law in big cases. ” 

In January 1378, during the final stages 
i of one of the largest antitrust trials in his- 
! tory, Mr. Perkins admitted that he had 
lied in an affidavit; saying that he had de- 
i stroyed papers that, in fact, be knew] 
were in suitcases at the firm’s offices. ( 

In March 1378, a jury ruled against'- 
I Kodak, and Berkey won a judgment of| 
$81,464,100. On the appeal, Kodak; 
changed law firms, retaining Sullivan &i 
Cromwell, and in June a Federal appeals; 
i court reduced the award to 5390,000. 1 


